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A hunk of editorial with which I agree:x S '

"There is no contradiction between support for the asplratlono of the poor people
of the world end a longing for peace. The poor went bread and shelter and -they will
periodically die struggling for these needs until ‘they are finally met. The absence
of struggle and violence under condltlons of poverty and oppre851on simply cannot’
lead to peace. Peace is possible only under conditions of ‘self-determination and
cooperation. The existing Third World conditions of poverty and oppression constitute
& state of violence to human beings, enforced with violence or threats of violénce.

"To demand "peace" in Vietnam, without elaborating précisely what-is meant by.
peace, is to ignore the status quo of violence onforcrng poverty and oppression. . To
demand "negotiations" in Vietnam is to advocate the negotiation of v1olenoe inflicted
on the poor. The interests of.the poor who happen to live in a tiny sllce of Asia
dictate that capitalist 1mper1allsm be defeated in Vietnam because that is the-only
way in which peace will ever be altaindd. It is the only way in which the violence

. of poverty and oppression can be banished.

"The demand for immediate withdrawal of U.3. troops from Vietnam is the anti~
Vietnam war movement's only 31gn1flcant political demand. All else is commentary or
evasione .. (Natlonal Guardian editorial, October 21 1967, Pe 2.)

Tom Coffln (Box 2]140. Welcome contrlbutlons, whether green or black & whlte.)_;
11/16/67 B

- THE PEACEFUL SNATCH - by Steve Abbottﬂ_
\

“--—~.~

Problems of campus Pro- Vletnam backers are surprizingly similar to
problems of us peace people. bike. Harrington s Pro group has been em-
barrassed, perhaps weakened, by the: llterature and ideology of "YAP- (the
speech and- thought patterns of some. right~W1ngers being more. in the next
wlth the Hell's Anbels than Hitler éven). leewise Emory Community Peace
Union consists of . a wide diversity. ‘of opinion: from the respectable,
reasoned caution of" Rev ~Lon Chesnut  to Greeks and central elements to
"far out" folks whoae freaky 1ogio would bounce better off rubber walls
at the Funny Farm. ‘#ho is what, of course, dépends on your point of view,
If ratlicals see me as a oowardly petty bourgeoisie square’, Emory moder-
ates (?) see me as a two-horned Commie Utopian (aotually I'"m just an
iridescent ‘chimera and reports of my existance hayve been greatly eXXXagger-
ated) In the midst .of all thls oonfu31ng diversity, here are 3 helpful

PRO AND CDN“““Many‘pegﬁe ﬁgoﬁle who objeot To oertain CIA acts”

1vities _don"t object to the CIA itself. Again , _some Vietnam
* . backérs don t_like. fﬁﬁ'present”ﬁ?aft “system,
2) DONTT JUDGE AN ANTIRE POSITION BY ONE OR A FEW PROPONENTS., TAKE
i EACH POSITION ON 'THE BASIS OF ITS BLSP ARGUEVENTS AND BEST PRO-
PONENTS., I was recently chag¥ined to hear peaoe people publio~
" ally vilify Méndél Rivérs as a person. fhat s not the issue --
indeed it~ blurs the issues. I would dlsaaree with Mendel even
if he had all the virtues of Christ and Carrie Natlon rolled into
one. Emotionallism and Ad hominem falpacies wedken whatever good
arguements one may have.
3) BE S&iRIOUS ABOUT THEST SERIOUS ISSUES but let's keep a sense of
humor about ourselves.

mer; sAgfrgysedtﬁga Reloage-2R04 Wm&mn@googg§w4ggg%@om on

-



Approved For Release 2001/03/04 : CIA-RDP80-01601R000200040003-6

e

high: "Whatdawe folks know gainst the word o' the experts. Them people
in Washington's got our best interests at heart (stage directions: violin
senario begins)" Happily the Dec. issue of Esquire mag. comes to ‘the
rescue 1n the article "Big Brass Lambs", o ‘ \ o

Says General David. M. Shoup (Kennedy's favorite Marine): "I 'believe
that if we had and would keep our.dirty, bloody, dollar-crooked fingers
out of the business of these nations so full of depressed, exploited
people, they will.arive at a solution of their own." Shoup also believes
the danger of Internatl. communism has been vastly oversold to Americans
s a threat to .capitalism. B o S :

Says Boar Adsiral Arnold E. Ivue: "I ses no atrategic or obher vea-
gon for majntalning 2 base in Vietnam,...Our entli-Comnunlits adventures
bring us no return...." Says Brigadier General Hugh B, Hester: "I
agree with U Thant that this is a war of national ‘independance not a
case of Communist aggression, I think we ought to get out the same way
we got in -- unilaterally.! - . o Ee T

The 1ist of authorities and experts against dﬁrAVQétnaﬁfpoIicy
"7 goes on, and on, and on, and on, and” o, and: on;.. just 1dke the war,
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BFORY CORLUNITY FLACE UNTION reports on CIA

According to the U.S, Constitution only Congress and the pres-
1dent are charzed with making forelgn policy. Time and time again,
however, Conzress, the President, and the American public has been
shocked and embarrassed by CIA activities, Fred Cook wrote in The
Nation (June 24, 1961) that the CIA is a "two-headed monster"; 1t is
not only a cloak-and-daggexr agency to collect intelligence, it also
"has the authority to act on its own information." Wise and Ross write
(The Invisible Government, NY, 1964) that there are two governments
in the United States, one visible, the other invisible; one children
study about, the other a global empire for esplonage and for making
decisions in secrecy affecting war and peace,

AS STUDLNTS wli ARE ESPRCIALLY CONCERNED about the CIA infiltratlon
of N3A (Natilonal Student Assoc. of which Emory 1s a member) and of
university projects and faculty organizations, but before we present
the facts, realize our charges are not "radical" but merely echolng
charges made by Fresidents Elsenhower and Truman,

3a1d DWIGHD D. EISEMHOWER in his last speech as President Jan, 17,1961:
"In the councils of government we must guard against the acquisition
of unwadranted influence, whether souzht or unsought, by the military-~
industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of mls-
placed power exists and will continue to persist. We must never let
the welsht of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic
processes, We should take nothing for granted...."

HARRY S. TRUFAN, who instituted the CIA 1in 1947, wrote in a syndicated
article for the North American Newspaper Alllance (Dec, 12, 1963) that
he "would like the CIA to be restored to its original assignment as an
intelligence arm of the President and whatever else it can properly
perform in that special field. There ls sowmething about the way the
CIA is functioning that is casting a shadow over our historic position
and I feel that we need to correct 1t."

After hichigan State University, along with other institutlons,
were disclosed as having contracted for certain CIA projects (MSU's
was in Vietnam) twelve MSU anthropologzy profs wrote a letter to the
New York IMmes (bay 29, 1966) saying: "Our professional interests as
anthropolozists require us, 1like our colleagues at other universitles,
to spend a good deal of time carrying out basic field research in the
countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America, It 1is unfortunate that
on occasion, some of our field research is Jjeopardized because anthro~
pologists overseas generally work under the handicap of being suspect-
ed of CIA amssociations. Given this general handicap, our position 1is
now rendered doubly difficult because the unlversity with which we are
a’filiated has itself become suspect," - '

On Nov. 17, 1966, at the Anthropologlical Assoc, Couvention heard
1:s former pres., Dr. R.A. Beals charge that scholars are offered large
sums to serve as intelligence agents abroad and that some CIA agents
wore posing as anthropologists. He cited several csses what univer-
sities or the State Dept. had to cancel projects when the connection
was exposed. Following Dr. Beals report, the converntion protested

CiA intrusion in the work of sclentists. Soclolozlsts, likewise, were

shoglted and. amesred whep, P ) e 1A et (3ee Emory Wheed
o R FREHEaSs B0 Aok CRCRRIPEG D BB Rlodb iagAT S oo
firther discussion. These are just some reasons why WE object to CIA
maramran Yee il B2 vws A camiylie WwHAD TS VYOUR POITTTON 297?97
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THE FMORY COMVUNITY PEACK UNTION
The GIA and Amorican Faralmn-policy Sabotaga ‘
The CTA wns originatod By Predidont Harry Teiman to Lo, in bip words, "Tho intolligenco
arm ¢f the President," The scope of the CLA has however axpanded far beyond this
narrewly-defined nintention to the point at which 1t 13 not cnly an information~gatheri.
servico, but alse a policy-forming institution, '

Hence as early as Doc, 22, 1963 former Presidont Truman was quoted by the Washingt
Pest:"For some time I have boon @isturbed the way CILA has been diverted from its origin:
assigmment. It has becomo an operaticnal arm and at times a ph policy-making arm ef th
Goverrmont® ‘

Tt 45 obvieus that a stato which wishos tn bo domaeratic cannot allow its forelgn
pelicy to bo formulated by its socrot sorvico, This heawover is procisely the situatlon
tho CIA. To quote Ben, Fugone MeCarthy in the Jan. .11 Sat, Fvne Post:™rapped in its
cloak of secrecy, the CIA modestly hints it has evorthrewn fereign governments, admits
1t violates international law and doesn't deny that one of 1ts exploits wrecked a summi
eonference. The CIA, in short, is making forelign pollcy and, in so doing, is assuming -
rolos of the President and tho Congress. It has taken on the character of an invisible
goverrment answering enly to itselfees”

And going beyond the mereformmlhation of policy, thero are dramatic instances in wh'
the CTA has caused great humiliation of the State Dept. and tho Natione- eften resultin
the altoration or subversion ef provious Natienal policy., In such a way pollcy is offo
ively sahotaged,

One such instance 1s that ef the notoriecus U.2 flight of May 1, 1060, The Eisenhow.
Khrushehev Summit Conference was scheduled for the 16th of May. Bolther tho President -
the State Dept. knew that the spy flipht was te take placo. Attempts of theliS to lie
cover up tho facts wore offortlessly exposed by the Soviots, and the Summit Conference
became a spoctacular Russian propoganda victory, for as in ﬂgg”ngwéifaig by Ross and w.
"ho government of the US had 1ied, admitted it had 1ied, donied Yresidential responsilts
then admitted it, threatened, for all practieal purposes to continue the spy flights, t
suspended thom, The Summit Mooting had blown sky-high."

Put now the real question is: How in the face of the ymminent Summit Conference di
spy flight como to take place? According to Wise and Ross the intelligence community
feared that the Summit Conference would produce an understanding bhotween the cold war p
ties on reducing tonsions-possibly entailing the grounding of the U-2 flgihts,And henc
the CIA intentionally staged the flight which srecked the Summit Conference, And to qu
from Blackstock: The Strategy of Subversion,"Harold Stassen, former disarmament adviser
chargod that'some of our military offiecers! had deliberatoly acheduled the flight
knowing 'full well the roaction and corunter-reactlon which such flights cause,
and tho adverses offocts on the chancos for pregross in tho negotiations at the Sumit,!'
Thus the CIA had sabotago tho intorests af tho Amorlcan and Russian poople in order to
its sacred spy flights, '

Mother case in porint is the "Bay ef Pigs" invasion nf Cuba, Although President K
had explicitly informed the CIA and all othors concornad that there was to be absolutoel:
no direct US military interventisn. The CIA nevertheless badgered the State Dept.'for a
changeof pnlicy to the point where the State Dept, had to insist that tho policy was to
Aud even then the CIA contimued to lay plans for the invasion under the assumption that
US alr power would be forthcominz whon the chips wero down, plamning the invasion in
such a woy that is could ond only in disastor withoutstrong US support in the air. The
confidonee that the CIA had in tae ultimate subversion of Konnodyt!s policy is reflected
the faect that the carriers Bssox and Poxer were standing by to holp, oven theugh there
wors Preaidontial erders that thoro was to be no such help. VYhen, consequontly, the in:
farse was noar annlhilation the President roluctantly reversed himself and allowed jots
fly cover for a bombing a raid., Thus tho CIA had agaln subvorted and sabotaged US forel
policy.

The CIA is guilty of putting its ewn institutional intorost above that of the
Anerican peopleo. It is gullty of sabotage of our foreilgn policy when such policy does
not agreo with its ewn,

o SPHVRE EOPRUIC IS ORLIACROBIN BeDiRIDOI bR 10

a world there 3s no place for ths CIA,
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The "Real Issues In Counter-Recruitment Demonstrations

The EMORY AD HOC COMMITTEE is quite alarmed by the recent attempts of the Emory
dissenters te our comnitment in Viet Nam to deny certain organizations the right to
recruit on campus. We feel that this is nothing less than a subtle attack upon our
right to disagree with the dissenters. '

Here are what ve see as the real issues involved in counter-recruitment demon-
strations:

First, the Emory dissenters apparently are so convinced of the rightness of their
cause that they are willing to use almost any means for their end. Quoting from a
recent S50C petition posted on campus:s "America's continued presence in Viet Nam com-
pels those who oppose the war to act effectively to bring the war to an end . . . .
Considering the urgency of fighting against the war, arguments against the tactics of
demonstrations seem to pale," .

So first, the EMORY AD HOC COMMITTEE understands the Emory dissenters' attacks
upon groups like Dew Chemical and the CIA as a means for their end, their fight againsi
the Viet Nam comnitment,

Second, these demonstrations against the right of certain groups to organize on
campus amount to this: The Emory dissenters are against our freedom to disagree with
them and to act according to our own beliefs., For instance, there are many of us who
feel that a strong military is essential for a strong America and that the CIA is not
a "criminal" organization but a necessity. BRBut according to the Emory dissenters, we
should not have the right to talk to these people, to join with them in their effort.

Make no mistake; the Emory dissenters are moving against anyone and everyone who
supports the U.S. commitment to Viet Nam and tries to act in accord with this commit-
ment, With respect to the recruiter issue, we quote once again from a recent SSOC
petition: "The central purpose of action against recruiters is to oppose them as a
part and symbol of the war machine and to oppose Emory's invitation to them to use
our facilities for recruitment,"

.~ " The EMORY AD HCC COMMITTEE categorically supports the right of the dissenters to
/" disseminate their views in an orderly snd legal manner. We arc shocked and disturbed °
To_ Find that the Brory dissenters are so narrow-minded that they would &ry fo deny our
Tights to_voics 6ur support of the Viet Nam comiitment and to join up With groups who -
do SUpport this Gomattment, = T o R S S S AU

7 After allTtHose YEATS of trying to make Emory a_place safe for academic_freedoms,
the Emory dissenterf; ironicslly énough, are now trying to silence the right to dis-

agree with them, T o I
77780, the heart of the problem is_this: _The Emory dissenters seem interested above

all, neither in dialogue nor in free and open discussion, but in bringing to a hait
the American commitment to Viet "am, ~ And they are going 1o try to deny access to any
group Which is-an-active part ef This eommithent, T
~T77""The EMORY AD HOC COMMITTEE sees a fundamental question emerging from the chaos
of the dissenters' policiss: how far may dissent go without endangering or wrecking
the very system in which it exists? Are the dissenters justified in using any or all
of these recent movas against the war? Is the Viet Nam issue so important for the
dissenters that they are willing to restrict our right to disagrec with them in order
to bring abecut their own triumph?

These questiens deserve important consideration. In the coming weeks this com-
mittee will try to present the relevant issues involved. For now, our position is
best described by a statement pareéphrased from remarks made by Vathan Pusey, President
of Harvard University:

We support the right of Emory students to express their views on all matters
and to demonstrate in an orderly fashion. Put they must nat become so carried
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